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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

AUG3 1 1973 Office- of General Counsel 


m 


REPLY TO . 

ATTN OF: Assistant General Counsel - LR 


Washington, D.C. ^ 0405 

E ' ,triCted “ °"* ld Photographs ReccivC(| NA ’ 



•James B. Rhoads 

Archivist of the United States - N 


SEP 4 1973 


Pursuant to Dr. O'Neill's memorandum of August 20 pnol 

FBI Director Clarence M. Kelley's letter 20 > enclosing a copy of 

removed FBI restrictions on access to cwtain^h t T* 16 ’ WMch 
the autopsy of Lee Harvey Oswald, but suggesting "that P taken dUring 

“J“ U£1 1 ” dl “' — oroi“sTho“h.S 

opinion on each limited CCC “ “ teria1 -" »« offer the following 

In your capacity as Archivist of the United States nt - 
as we have frequently discussed, that your authority J “ T ° plni ° n > 
impose restrictions on access to rernrL aathor ity to unilaterally 
ing documents in accordance wi t-h f . 18 lm;L ted to security classify- 
as implemented by GSA Order ADM P 1025 2 ^ 11632 ( 37 F -R- 5209), 

Archivist asserts his "restricting" futhori^y it ° inst ^ces when the 
strictions created by other officials “ consequent to re- 

accessioned records beyond 50 years nurs’f't ® Xtendln 8 restrictions on 
United States Code). Therefore ™ . Section 21 °4 of title 44, 

place new restrictions on access to the Oswald 13117 that y ° U may not 

the FBI has dropped its own. autopsy photographs now that 

Even fs I suSng t that°you°have thfau^hority^r ^ ■' 300688 to the Photographs. 

Act exemptions to access on non-restricted a lmp0 ? e Freedom of Information 
itself does not permit an agency to select wMcW rec ° r ds , the Act 
legitimate interest in mn'or,; r which requesters have a 

on request for identifiable records requestad J "^rial." " [E]ach a S enc y> 
available to any person." (5 U.S.C. ’552’f* wo^ 1 m * ke the records promptly 
on the Judiciary expressed as to thp )( ))• As the Senate Committee 

“ the Freed.’ of^f “Ltio^S' Hg 0 "* ^ bl " " hldh »“ to be- 

have 1 h '= right to different information tte “ ho sh «U 

records, the public as a whole has a right tn v G 8raat ma i°rity of different 
Olds." (s. Rep. 813 , 89th SLg.rS a °%” h *; h e lt8 f G0Ver ””" t “ 
the soggeation objective .does, to these phot 
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This does not mean that you cannot take necessary steps to protect against 
the mishandling of the photographs. To the contrary, the Archivist may 
take whatever action is reasonable to ensure that the records in his 
custody and control are not damaged, stolen, or destroyed. If that means 
restricting access to a person known to have mishandled archival material 
in the past, that would be quite legal and proper. 
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^ROBERT J. YOCK 
Assistant General Counsel 
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